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Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 7/25/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant basic argument is Web page is not described as being provided via a restricted Web 
site, this argument has been repeated by the applicant for all the independent claims 1,7,13 and 
16 and also on dependent claim 5, it is also argued that the brand printer brand name is not 
present. 

Examiner points out that the restrictiveness of the web page is determined by entering the 
specific indicia of the machine 10, the printer, such as consumable components and 
reconfigurable parts and variety of model numbers, part numbers, data of manufacturer etc as 
defined by Hayward et al (note column 4 lines 32-42) now on (column 6 lines 37-54) where the 
browser is launched based on the indicia of the printer 10 by using the 
www.manufacturerxom/product/xxx where the "product" is the printer indicia as mentioned 
above the Web site above is therefor restrictive because only the devices with the exact indicia 
such as printer 10 could access the Web site through the browser. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 1-8 and 10-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hayward et al (U.S. patent 6,798,997) in view of Lee (U.S. patent 6,539,867) 
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Regarding claim 1 and 16 Hayward et al disclose: A method comprising: determining if 
the new replaceable component has a particular brand name (please note column 4 
lines 32-39 where the part number or serial number or manufacturer is obtained also 
note column 4 lines 32-42 where the indicia is including the model number of the printer 
10) and providing a link to a restricted web site that is restricted to users of products 
having the particular brand name if the new replaceable component is determined to 
have the particular brand name (please note column 7 lines 60-63 where the browser is 
launched when the indicia of the component is determined to be a certain brand which 
would be in the indicia also note column 6 lines 37-52 where the Web page is being 
launched based on the restrictive information regarding the printer 10 such as the 
indicia of the printer namely the printer model or number column 4 lines 32-42) However 
Hayward et al don't disclose: detecting when a new replaceable component is installed 
into a printing device. On the other hand Lee discloses: detecting when a new 
replaceable component is installed into a printing device (please note column 3 lines 61- 
65 where the sensor is going to sense or detect whether the new part is installed in the 
printer). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art at the 
time of the invention to modify Hayward et al's invention according to the teaching of 
Lee, where Lee teaches the way that the new part installed in the printer could b 
detected for the purpose of having it being replaced. 

Regarding claim 2 Hayward et al disclose: The method as recited in claim 1, further 
comprising providing a link to an unrestricted web site that is accessible to users of 
products having the particular brand name and users of products not having the 
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particular name brand (please note column 5 lines 35-38 where depending on the 
software and user input automatically connects the user to a part supplier, manufacture, 
or a consumable item vendor). 

Regarding claim 3 Hayward et al disclose: The method as recited in claim 1 , wherein 
the determining if the new replaceable component has a particular brand name further 
comprises retrieving a brand identifier from component memory integrated with the new 
replaceable component (please note column 6 lines 29-34). 

Regarding claim 4 and 10 Hayward et al disclose: The method as recited in claim 3, 
wherein the component memory further comprises radio frequency identification (RFID) 
memory (please note column 9 lines 56-65). 

Regarding claim 5 Hayward et al disclose: The method as recited in claim 1 , wherein 
the providing a link to a restricted web site further comprises providing a link to a 
restricted web site via a dedicated web browser that can only be used to access the 
restricted web site (please note column 6 lines 49-53). 

Regarding claim 6 Hayward et al disclose: The method as recited in claim 1 , wherein: 
the printing device is a laser printer and the replaceable component is a laser printer 
toner cartridge (please note column 9 lines 38-42). 

Regarding claim 7 Hayward et al disclose: A printing device, comprising: a replaceable 
component (toner cartridge, column 5 lines 6-9 where the consumable replacement is 
done) a detector configured to detect when the replaceable component is installed in 
the printing device (note Lee, column 3 lines 61-65 where the sensor is going to sense 
or detect whether the new part is installed in the printer) means for identifying a brand 
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name of the replaceable component installed in the printer device (note Hayward et al, 
column 4 lines 32-42 where indicia is used to identify the consumable components and 
reconfigurable parts) a web browser configured to access a restricted web site that is 
restricted to users of replaceable components having a particular brand name (please 
note column 7 lines 60-67 where the browser is launched based on the component 
indicia which is imprinted on the component) and wherein the web browser is configured 
to access the restricted web site only if the brand name of the replaceable component is 
identified as being a replaceable component having the particular name brand (please 
note Fig.7 column 7 lines 60-67 and specifically lines 60-63 where the browser gets 
launched based on the indicia of the component other wise if the web site is not 
restricted then column lines 19-46 where the specific information such as the model, 
product and serial number have been presented and on column 6 lines 38-60 where the 
browser of the manufacturer's or the browser of the vendor is displayed based on the 
format www.manufacturer.com/product/xxx as explained on claim 1). 
Regarding claim 8 Hayward et al disclose: The printing device as recited in claim 7, 
wherein the restricted Web browser is a dedicated web browser that can only access 
the restricted web site (please note column 7 lines 60-63 where the browser is launched 
when the indicia of the component is determined to be a certain brand which would be 
in the indicia) and further comprising a general web browser that is configured to 
provide access to one or more unrestricted web sites to users of products not having 
the particular brand name (please note column lines 19-46 where the specific 
information such as the model, product and serial number have been presented and on 
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column 6 lines 38-60 where the browser of the manufacturer's or the browser of the 
vendor is displayed based on the format www.manufacturer .com/product/xxx). 
Regarding claim 11 Hayward et al disclose: The printing device as recited in claim 7, 
wherein the replaceable component further comprises a laser printer toner cartridge 
(please note column 9 lines 38-42). 

Regarding claim 12 Hayward et al disclose: The printing device as recited in claim 7, 
wherein the replaceable component further comprises an ink jet printer ink cartridge 
(please note column 9 lines 40-42). 

Regarding claim 13 Hayward et al disclose: A printing device replaceable component 
(toner cartridge, column 5 lines 6-9 where the consumable replacement is done) 
comprising: a housing (please note column 2 lines 51-58) a toner supply (please note 
column 9 lines 40-42) component memory that stores a brand identifier (please note 
column 4 lines 46-55) to determine whether the replaceable component has a particular 
brand name which the printing device associates with a restricted Web site (note column 6 
lines 38-52 and column 4 lines 32-42 as explained in claim 1) the printing device 
providing access to a restricted Web browser configured to access the restricted Web 
site when the printing device determines that the replaceable component has the 
particular brand name (note column 4 lines 32-42 where indicia is determining the brand or 
model of the printer, consumable components, reconfigurable parts, etc.) 
However Hayward et al don't disclose: and wherein a printing device in which the 
replaceable component is installed verifies the brand identifier. On the other hand Lee 
discloses: and wherein the brand identifier is verified by a printing device in which the 
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replaceable component is installed (please note column 3 lines 61-65 where the sensor 
is going to sense or detect whether the new part is installed in the printer). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art at the time of 
the invention to modify Hayward et al's invention according to the teaching of Lee, 
where Lee teaches the way that the new part installed in the printer could b detected for 
the purpose of having it being replaced. 

Regarding claim 14 Hayward et al disclose: The printing device replaceable 
component as recited in claim 13, wherein the brand identifier can be used to uniquely 
identify a brand name of the replaceable component (please note column 4 lines 32-42). 
Regarding claim15 Hayward et al disclose: The printing device replaceable component 
as recited in claim 13, wherein the restricted website is restricted to users of printing 
devices that have a particular brand name (please note Fig. 7 column 7 lines 60-67 and 
specifically lines 60-63 where the browser gets launched based on the indicia of the 
component other wise if the web site is not restricted then column lines 1 9-46 where the 
specific information such as the model, product and serial number have been presented 
and on column 6 lines 38-60 where the browser of the manufacturer's or the browser of 
the vendor is displayed based on the format www.manufacturer .com/product/xxx). 
Regarding claim 17 Hayward et al disclose: The one or more computer-readable 
media as recited in claim 16, further comprising computer-executable instructions that, 
when executed on a computer, perform the following additional step: providing access 
to one or more unrestricted web sites, whether or not the component is the particular 
brand of component (please note column 4 lines 32-42 where the sensing indicia is 
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determining the consumable components, reconfigurable parts, etc. also column 6 lines 
29-34). 

Regarding claim 18 Hayward et al disclose: The one or more computer-readable 
media as recited in claim 16, further comprising computer-executable instructions that, 
when executed on a computer, perform the following additional step: identifying a 
universal resource locator (URL) for the restricted web site (please note column 7 lines 
54-65). 

Regarding claim 19 Hayward et al disclose: The one or more computer-readable 
media as recited in claim 16, wherein the component is a replaceable component 
(please note column 5 lines 6-9). 

Regarding claim 20 Hayward et al disclose: The one or more computer-readable 
media as recited in claim 16, wherein the one or more computer-readable media are 
contained in a printer (note column 6 lines 60-63). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claim 9 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. Claim 9 represents a new limitation which is the replaceable component 
further comprises an interrogator configured to read a brand identifier stored in the component 
memory integrated with the replaceable component. 
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